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But, Mr. Speaker, to those who
might misinterpret abroad, to those
who perhaps fail to understand our tra-
dition of vigorous debate and honest
disagreement, Mr. Speaker, at this
time in this place in the well of the
people’s House, let us reaffirm as a Na-
tion our resolve to do, in the words of
my constituents from the Fifth Con-
gressional District of Arizona, ‘“‘what-
ever it takes’ to protect our homeland
and to ensure that the American Na-
tion not only survives but thrives.

Good people can disagree; but on this
point there should be no disagreement.

There are those who are tempted to
strike the homeland; severe con-
sequences will follow those actions.

THE RIGHT PRESCRIPTION

(Mr. McDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I am
a doctor and I have seen some prescrip-
tions in my time that were the wrong
medicine for the right illness. I am
here to tell you that is exactly what
the Republicans did with their pre-
scription drug bill. The big drug com-
panies got the overwhelming benefit,
and the seniors get the underwhelming
Republican rhetoric.

Well, there is a doctor in the House
and Democrats are doing something
about a Republican drug bill that needs
steroids to help seniors and the dis-
abled. Democrats are circulating what
is called a ‘‘discharge petition.”

I urge every citizen, Mr. Speaker, to
write, call, cajole, pester, or otherwise
demand that your elected representa-
tives go on it.

This petition would require, require,
the Federal Government to use its sub-
stantial clout and purchasing power to
negotiate real discounts for seniors and
disabled on prescription drugs. This is
the right medicine for the right illness.

I am a doctor, and I do not play one
on TV. Sign the petition. Give the sen-
iors something they deserve: real bene-
fits.

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.

——————

ALLOWING BINDING ARBITRATION
CLAUSES TO BE INCLUDED IN
CONTRACTS AFFECTING LAND
WITHIN SALT RIVER PIMA-MARI-
COPA INDIAN RESERVATION

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
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bill (H.R. 4115) to amend the Act of No-
vember 2, 1966 (80 Stat. 1112), to allow
binding arbitration clauses to be in-
cluded in all contracts affecting the
land within the Salt River Pima-Mari-
copa Indian Reservation.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4115

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. BINDING ARBITRATION FOR SALT

RIVER PIMA-MARICOPA INDIAN RES-
ERVATION CONTRACTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2(c) of the Act of
November 2, 1966 (26 U.S.C. 416a(c)), is
amended—

(1) in the first sentence—

(A) by striking ‘“Any lease’ and all that
follows through ‘‘affecting land’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘Any contract, including a lease, affect-
ing land’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘such lease or contract’
and inserting ‘‘such contract’’; and

(2) in the second sentence, by striking
‘‘Such leases or contracts entered into pur-
suant to such Acts” and inserting ‘‘Such
contracts’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the Indian Tribal Economic De-
velopment and Contract Encouragement Act
of 2000 (Public Law 106-179).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. HAYWORTH) and the gentle-
woman from Guam (Ms. BORDALLO)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 4115.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4115 is a bill I have
sponsored along with my friend and
colleague, the gentleman from the
State of Arizona (Mr. FLAKE), to re-
solve a problem affecting an Indian
tribe in my district.

It is basically a technical correction
to a provision in existing law per-
taining to leases and contracts on the
Salt River Pima-Maricopa Reservation
which is located in the Phoenix metro-
politan area.

The Committee on Resources ordered
the bill reported by unanimous consent
on May 19, 2004.

The need for this bill originates in
the Act of November 2, 1966, and in sub-
sequent amendments to related leasing
laws affecting Indian lands. The Act of
November 2, 1966, authorizes the Salt
River Pima-Maricopa Indian commu-
nity to put binding arbitration clauses
into leases and contracts for business
development on its reservation.

Without such binding arbitration
clauses, many investors would not be
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interested in doing business with the
tribe because there would be no means
of enforcing contracts. Unfortunately,
an amendment to a related provision of
law has made it unclear whether the
tribe may put the binding arbitration
clauses into all of its contracts and
leases. This bill clarifies that the tribe
may include binding arbitration
clauses in all contracts for business de-
velopments on its reservation.

There are sometimes concerns ex-
pressed over passing bills that affect
tribal land rights without securing the
consent of the affected tribe. In this
case, H.R. 4115 was specifically re-
quested by the Salt River Pima-Mari-
copa Indian community which has in-
formed me and my colleagues who join
me on the Committee on Resources
that it stands to lose major economic
development opportunities on its res-
ervation unless this bill is enacted. Ac-
cording to the tribe’s attorneys, the
language of the bill will solve the
tribe’s problem.

The Salt River Pima-Maricopa In-
dian community should be applauded
for its aggressive pursuits of economic
development and diversification. It is
taking advantage of its location in a
major metropolitan area to attract in-
vestors and create jobs and prosperity
for the tribe, its members, and also for
the surrounding communities.

Enacting H.R. 4115 enables the tribe
to execute leasing contracts that will
benefit the tribe and its members far
into the future.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation may
seem like just a minor fix to a tech-
nical leasing issue, but in fact there is
much at stake for the tribe’s economic
future in the passage of the bill. I urge
adoption of the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Ms. BORDALLO asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, H.R.
4115 would allow binding arbitration
clauses to be included in all contracts
that affect the lands within the Salt
River Pima-Maricopa Indian Reserva-
tion.

The idea behind this legislation is to
provide a comfort level to those want-
ing to enter into business agreements
with this particular tribe. Should a
conflict arise in any business contract,
this legislation would allow both the
tribe and the business partner to avoid
the normal channel of the tribal court
system.

Mr. Speaker, I support adoption of
H.R. 4115 by the House today.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
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